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Dear Paul (cc:JL), 6/28/74 

I have some shopping I must doK for who vjorks today, and X have to pick her up» 
and there may he a need on the Kay case tliat nay force me to stop_tliis uiofinished, as 1dm 
kno\fs, so let me address your 6/25 dii haste* from recall of wliat ^ read several hours 
ago, because tl'ds has been a much-interrux:)ted week, nert nay be the sane, Howaitl is here 
for some joint ;ork some of wliich I'll be Ia^^ilin^J; v;hen -*• leave, end there is writing of 
which you do not know tl-iac i .must conplete in draft as fast as possible. Shore iiave been 
some develounents of rjhioii X liave not been able to tell you but not ix’om lack of trust. 

Xhis will not be ana neitlier •^im nor I plan just a reprint of the transcript, Howard 
ri^t now is going through files for me and selecting other documents for facsimile repro- 
duction, Wo time for describing all or purpose. But the overriding ini'iediate purpose is 
to frustrate tlie probable intended release. I think Jim sees this as I do cnu whan he has 
time he will get the notions aireadj’- filed that have been barely mentioned in the papers 
that I think bear on this. Or, this makes silence from the nuts and tht selfish more 
urgent because if I do not get tliis out by the time oi their need, they'll n^ve to ujike a 
plai' tlmt could be utterly rui-nous to all of them. The way I'll do it they'll not bo able 
to use it, won t dare, or tlie judge will see whnt they have done. Same judge, understand. 

X have been tiii'oux^ rhe magazine bit befoi’e. Generally optiuking they’ll not touch 
anytiiing responsible if tliey are iiiiportan c and it they are not important we ego— trip 
with them, ^nless there is enoux^i pay, whj.ch can bo a legitiriate reason. I vioula ;jut that 
use ciside until after appearance that must be in the ri^t context. 

You refer to Svroatt, I told you tiiat oiay in corfidenoj and onl;/ for yovx own 
understanoLing. I am not going to use it liere, where t}\ere is no n ed for it, an'.’. I do not 
want it used under any circumstances becautsfs have alrf.)a.dy wrfitten a largvj part of tne 
use :: ii'itond. It imy bo. a seq.uol to tiiis. all I plan to do with liim here i.s note tiiar he 
was not a .fitness, 

lioward, bx;- th-e v;ay, has roaa the tr and ;rour‘ letter and independently had tho sr*me 
opintLcii, lie says mags today are nothing for us. And he h?.s a coninx* book to promote. 

They aro forgotten ona-hhots/ Publicity in itself does notliing for us now. VJc- have a long 
r«;co:rd tlmt caix have other meaning only to those who refuse to leari\ from, experience. 

To give you tui understanding tliat tliis is not going to be merely reproduerron in 
facsiLiaile, our estimates are for 224 pp. of book of . wliich tills accoiuits for 90, paly. 

Lil has begu assembling it. Howard will pitch in while hs is here. Or, we are viorking 
on it as fast and as best ive can. Jin is to liave a draft of Ms psa't, the legal jiart, done 
In a day or ti-?o and i'll go over it and raise any questions with Mm we hope by the middle 
of the iireeko 

Please let me Iciow the Lifton reacMon, Jim and I arc cntirelx" in accord on the 
hazard in wrongful use and tiiar as of this mcmoiit we alone can us<i it without tliis ^danger. 
®hus tho gr< 3 at rush when wo arc bother ali’cady aver— comncLtea, I goc omy a'Xiut 3 1>2 Xiours 
sleep last night. 

It might be good to send us both your letter from Jane Smith to comp-aro with mine from 
Shoads. Hote differtaice in ranlc. 

I can' t isolate last 30 pp. Howard has read it cnce and after reading wliat I could 
recall of I tliink sliould'be included is going to go over it with cure^ and iridicate 

each place he ^tliirdcs footnoting, iliumination or appendix is needed. 1*11 be doiiLg: tlie 
same t'nlrn; independently after he lias and 4 in gives me Ms part. Wc are also going to use 
t.As for i'OI iiurposcs, as you undorstaiid. li it means giving it avr?..y. 

Ford, viill be in. He is iii our papers. You arc* helpful iii '.■.oiiit-; .hat wc- Md said hs.& 
to be done, comptiring Ms text. I tMnit I wrote tMs to you becau-.e .ii -ianc- toj.n mt 
had to bo tile case. If I did not ask for clear xeroxes of Ms iiagea, sud. table for facsimile 
reproduction, I'd ajj.oreciate. (Ditto Smith lettc-r, for use if it means auytMng.) x liave 
Ms false Judiciary teati.iony on tMs ready now. 

We have discussed but liave not decided future legal moves. Jim xs "sy overxaaded noi'i. 
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i June 25, 1974 

i Dear Harold, (cc: Jim) 

i I assume that you have received my letter of the 22nd by now. I have 

I put some time into reauing and talcing notes on the 1/27 Ex. Sess. transcript. 

Although I have ni not heard any more about your plans since we talked on the 
I phone, because you indicated that you wanted to get this material published as 

I soon as possible, I think I should pass on my own reactions to it. 

I I can see how a facsimile publication would be a good idea for the one 

specific purpose you mentioned - influencing the debate on possible changes to 
the Freedom of Information A.ct. That is, this would be the best way to emphasize 
the improper classification. For this purpose, you XTOuld not need more than 
minimal annotation and introductory material, as you proposed. 

however, to get the substance of the transcript across, I doubt that verbatim 
publication would be as effective as, say, a magazine article. The most juicy parts 
of the transcript do stand by themselves - e.g., the discussion of the RFk/JEH 
problems, keske However, one of the most striking and topical aspects, Ford's 
editing, would require at least a discussion of the differences between what he 
used and what the transcript shows. (You have my annotated copy of his book.) 

I don’t think it is possible to clarify such matters as the overemphasis on 
Hudkins as opposed to Sweatt without considerable discussion, and analysis of 
other relevant documents. That is, I think this would have to be done in an 
aiialytic fashion, with quotations from the transcript and other documents 

used to support the argtmient, rather than in a document-oriented way, x^ith annotations 
to a transcript. 

I am also struck by hoxj difficult it is to figure out what they are talking 
about in several small but significant passages. For example, there are a number 
of times where "they" or "he" is used x^ithout a clear antecedent. We can figure 
most of these passages out, but a non-expert reader could not. So this xjould 
certainly have to be annotated carefully. 

The last 30 pages or so of the transcript are quite interesting to us, in 
light of x-jhat the Comjnission had in its files and xAat it Ixrg later did, but I 
xTOnder how much sense it would malx:e to even the most interested outside reader. 

I hope that you will get some outside opinions before committing yourselves and 
perhaps lots of money to a complete reproduction for a general audience. 

My own reaction to this transcript is that it would be the basis of a quite 
juicy article - Kcay i.e. a publishable one. I haven't started to x^^:ite one for 
txjo reasons. First, of course, since this was most probably x]ss. released as a. 
result of your suit I do think you should have the first crack at this, kforeover, 
there is the obvious ?ti point you raised, as to the intent of the Archives in 
releasing this. The "innocent" explanation is that they wanted to end your suit and 
avoid a bad precedent. There may also p be people x.rho would like to see you use 
this to try to xfcxsg strengthen the Fol Act. (There must be a few good guys in 
the government.) As you pointed out, it may also have been intended to discredit 
I people. Ford and Hoover, both of whom have many enemies fcs these days, are the 

i obvious targets. Rankin and the Texans axe also possibilities. From our conversation 

: I could not tell if you favored any one of these hypotheses, or if you had any m.ore 

; information on which to base a judgment. If you feel that there would be reasons not 

j to xTOrk on an article exposing all these targets, I would like to know about them. 

I If you do go ahead and publish a facsimile xxrith minimal annotation, as you indicated 

i you xjanted to do, I will probably try to supplement it with a detailed article, 

j Also, if you decide not to publish the transcript at all, I xjould be inclined to try 

j an article, after having satisfied myself about the intended uses they had in mind 

I X7hen they released the transcript. So, I has hope you will keep me informed about 

■ your plans. 

I was wondering: is your case now automatically hhhS moot? Any chance of further 
actions (e.g. to get them to pay Jim since they x-;ere improperly xjithholding this all 
along?) 

I I'iy letter of this date to the Archives is enclosed. It is of course laffEsf odd 

i that this is the only material I know of released under this E.O, I xvill let you 

know of any interesting reply. 

Sincerely, l^OjuJL 

PLH 




